
Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t he  way I en loy  television. 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benefits o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be  far  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't m e a n  discardlng m y  existlng home network, buying new hlgh- 
resolution displays, and finding room for ye t  another  device in m y  living room.  Please do  not  
allow the  MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  are more  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use impllcations of t he  broadcast flag. Wlth 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient o f  content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can r e c o r d l V  to  watch later; clip a small  piece o f  lV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email  clip of m y  child'sfootball game to  a distant relative; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexibil i ty tha t  I enjoy. 

I f  t he  move t o  digital televlslon does no t  make t h e  public's viewing experience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy  new 
digital equipment? A prett ier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense w i th  a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  digital transition by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

John R. Ganim, M.D. 
830 thomas more pkwy 
Ft Mitchell, KY 41017 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a “broadcast flag.” I am graveiy concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televlslon. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if Switching 
doesn’t mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for y e t  another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and Its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the falr-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today’s 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of lV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child’s football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend’s 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexlbility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Boda 
12  Old Farm Road 
Pleasantville, NY 10570 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As.a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a '"broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits o f  switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new hlgh-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my Living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i ts  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content -. I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice i t  into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compellinq reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jay L. Finkelstein 
21 8 S Middle S t  
Grayville, IL 62844 



2OOblC-1723 1009(QMT) 16506181879 From To Page 1 or 1 

Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use Implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of  TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of  my childs football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexlbility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digltal 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Fanton 
14695 Pecos St .  
Broomfield, CO 80020 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television bansition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record aTV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics end computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Siiicerely, 

David Taylor 
5430 Oneida Street 
Duluth, M N  55804 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commlssioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a '"broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital televlsion transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding mom 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allles to hinder the transition 
by milking us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more eqensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not m d e  the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

John Lentz 
io8 Belle Meade Blvd. 
Nashville, TN 37205 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to wlce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flog" technology for dlgnpl telsvlslon AB a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, conwmer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust. compettttve market for consumer electronlcs must be robted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto (eatures of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studloa to tell technologlsh 
what new produrn they can create Thls WIII nrult In products that don't necesoarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for ln(er1orfunctlonality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actunlly be lass llkdy to make an Investment In DN-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devices that limn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do nat mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

sincerely, 

Davld Smalllng 
15863 W 158th St 
Olathe, KS 66062 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Katherine Barker 
4 3 0 4  Noble Creek Drive 
Atlanta. GA 30327 
USA 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge t h e  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benefi ts o f  switchlng t o  
and buying digital television equipment.  That transition will be far  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean  discardlng m y  existlng home network, buying new hlgh- 
resolut ion displays, and finding r o o m  for ye t  another devlce In m y  living room. Please do not  
allow t h e  MPAA and its allies to  hinder t h e  transition by making us buy special-purpose D N  
devices that  are m o r e  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use impllcations of  the  broadcast flag. Wlth 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient o f  content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV to  watch later; clip a small  piece of  TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email  clip of m y  child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a 
lV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control  and flexiblllty tha t  I enjoy.  

I f  the  move  t o  digital televlsion does not  make t h e  publlc's vlewing experlence more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, wha t  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A pret t ier  lV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  al l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

l o h n  Anderson 
1206 Los Robles Rd. 
Placerville, CA 95667 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael I .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t h e  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t he  benefits o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment.  That transition will be far m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discardlng my exlstlng home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet  another  device in m y  living room.  Please do not  
allow the  MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  are more  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use impllcatlons o f  the  broadcast flag. Wlth 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modlfy, create, 
and participate. I can record TV to  watch later; clip a small  piece o f  TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email  clip o f  m y  child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a 
n/ program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexlbil i ty t ha t  I enjoy. 

If t he  m o v e  t o  digltal televlslon does no t  make t h e  public's vlewlng experience more  
enJoyable, flexible, and exciting, wha t  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A prett ier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  digital transltion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Wozn ia k 
15006 BVars i ty  S t  
Moorpark, CA 93021 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Coppr 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wntmg to volce my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast f l a g  technology for digtd 
television. As a consumer and uhzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve marht  for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturers' abhty to movate for 
their customers. A l l o w g  movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wll enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can crefito. ' h s  wrll result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and i t  could result m me bang chprged more money for infenor 
funchondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to make an mvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mnndate broadcast flag technology for digtnl television. Tnank you for your hme. 

Smcerely, 

Nathan Plamondon 
610 E Gilbert Dr 
Apartment 212 
Tempe, AZ 85281 
USA 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wiU be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

111 addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record T V  to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. A s  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Josh Jeppson 
:I9 E 700 N 
Provo, UT 84606 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote agalnst t h e  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  the  benefi ts o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment.  That transition will be far m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discardlng m y  exlstlng home network, buylng new hlgh- 
resolut ion displays, and finding room for ye t  another device in my living room. Please do not 
allow the  MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transition by making us buy special-purpose O W  
devices that  are more  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about t h e  fair-use implicatlons of  the broadcast flag. Wlth 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a smal l  piece of TV and splice it in to  a 
home movie; send an email  clip o f  m y  child's football game t o  a distant relative; or  record a 
n/ program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control  and flexiblllty tha t  I enjoy.  

If the  move  t o  digltal television does not  make  t h e  public's viewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, wha t  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment', A pret t ier  N picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  al l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a cltizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  digital transition by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Tim McConville 
1307 W. Henderson 
Chicago, I L  60657 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael 3 .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V IA  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televlslon. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wlll be far more palatable to me as a consumer If switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my llving room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transitlon 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televislon, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Dale Springfield 
2312 Winterstone 
Plano, lX 75023 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote agalnst t h e  adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  t h e  benefits of swltching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean dlscardlng m y  existlng home network, buying new hlgh- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet  another device in m y  living room.  Please do not 
allow the  MPAA and its allies to  hinder the  transition by making us buy special-purpose D W  
devices tha t  are m o r e  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about t h e  fair-use impllcatlons of  the  broadcast flag. Wlth 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record lV t o  watch later; clip a smal l  piece of  TV and splice it Into a 
home movie; send an email  clip of m y  child's football game t o  a distant relative; or  record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  frlend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove thls control  and flexlblllty tha t  I enjoy.  

I f  the  move  t o  digital televlsion does not make t h e  publlc's viewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A pret t ier  TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  a l l  my 
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  digital transltion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

N N N N N N ~ N N N N N  

""""~"""""" 

Crofton, MD 21114 
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October 17. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsalon 
445 12th street. NW 
Washlngton, D t 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I a m  wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon AS a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad (or Innmtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust competkke market for consumer electronks muat be rooted In manuhcturen' abllPj to Innovate for their 
customers Al lwlng movle studlos to veto hatures d DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlo9 to tell teehnologlsb 
what new products they can create Thls wlll reiult In products that don't necessarlly reflect what con9umera I l k  me 
actually want, and H could result In me belng charged more money for InTerlor functlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvsrs 
and other equlpment I wIII not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behdst of Hollywood Pleaae do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgital telwlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Patrlck Murphy 
511 W Johnson St 1209 
Madlson, WI 53703 
USA 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am graveiy concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televlslon. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existlng home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hlnder the transltlon 
by making us buy special-purpose DTVdevices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture IS hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Gerald T Green 
8445 Rhodes 
Chicago, I L  60619 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, L X  20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buyng digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in  my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hnder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTVdevicesthat 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my fiiend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televisios I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Matthew Chambers 
1607 Commonwealth Ave, Apt. 9 
Bnghton, MA 02135 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerne 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

thi 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an emall clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

Joseph Muscarella 
6120 Whitman Road, Columbus Ohio 
Columbus, OH 43213 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict tbe way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose D W  devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of Ti' and splice it into a home movie; send an  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

William Hansen 
4236 Sandstone Drive 
Saint Paul, MN55izz 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulatlon would restrict the way I enjoy televlslon. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the beneflts of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That  transitlon will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if swltching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and findlng room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allles to hlnder the transltlon 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

111 addition, I am very concerned about the falr-use Implications of the broadcast flag. Wlth today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transitlon by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Brian Mitchell 
3 7 1  Windrift Drive 
Dallas, GA 30132 



October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlehael J Copps 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 

Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael copps. 

I am wrRlng to volce my opposltlon to nny FCCrnandnted adoptlon d "broadcast llng" technology lor dlgthl televlslon As e 
consumer and cklzen. I feel strongly that auch a p o k y  would be bad tor Innwallon, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust competlttve market lor consumer alectronlcs must be ro&d In manufalduren' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allewlng movle studlos to veto features d DN-reeeptlon equlpment will enable the studlo9 to bell technologlsa 
what new produch they can create Thl9 wlll result In prcducts that don't necersarlly refleet what consumen llke me 
actually w n t ,  and R could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlerlunctlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcasl flag mandate, I would nctually be lass llkely to malm an Investment In DTV-capable recehmi 
and other aqulpment I wlll not pay more (or devlcer that llmlt my rlghb at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology Tor dlgltal te1ev1s1on Think you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

James Hslao 

445 12th Street, NW 

955 Juniper st NE 
Unn 3022 
Atlanta GA 30309 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlssbn 
445 12th Street NW 
WaShlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlon b any FCGmsndated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglhll telwlslon As n 
consumer and cltlzen, I reel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competttbe m a r k t  for consumer electmnlcr muH be rooted In manuhcturen' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
eustomen Allowlng rnovle studlei to veto features of DN-nceptlon cqulpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlrts 
wnat new produets they can create Thlr wlll result In producb that don't neeersarlly reflect What consumers Illce me 
actually want, and tt could result In me belng ehalged more money for InTerbr funetbnalty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make m Investment In DN-capable r e c e b n  
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for dwICe9 that llmn my rlghts at the behest of HollywOod Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Alan Pedenen-Glles 
12776 Flat Meadow Lane 
Oak HIII, VA 20171 
USA 
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October 17,2003 

Commirri- Michael J Copps 
Federal Communication# C o d s i o n  

Washington, D C 20554 

Dew Michael Copp~. 

I m WI~~~TIB to voicc my opposition to any FCC-mandmed n d o p h  of '"bmadcplt thg" technology for digital tcltviden PII a c o m e r  
and c i h t s  I feel h d y  that iuch B policy would bc bad for humvation, cofyumer ri@. and the ultimata adoption of DTV 

A rob- cmpetitive morket for cofyumer tlectrDmiDs m u t  be motad in mmufmturan' ability to innovate for their curtoma Allowing 
movie studios to veto feature9 of IITV-reception equipment vlll mnble the rmdios  to tell t echndogh  whmt ncw p d W  they CM 

create Tlis  will rcoult in producu that don't n c c t r i d y  rcflocr whnt ccpuwnm like me u r h d y  want, and it could r c d t  in me b c i q  
charged more money for inferior functiDllplity 

If the FCC insuea a broadcast flag mandnte, I would nctupUy bo hso lilrely to mnkc on inveltment in DlV-capable recaven and other 
equipment 1 4  not pay more for device# thet Limit my *tu at tht behed of Hollywocd Fleane do not mandate broadcnd flq 
technology for d&ital telcviiion lhank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

David Hensley 
301 S Hamilton St 
Oeqetown. KY 40324 
USA 

44s 12th strcct, Nw 



October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice m y  oDDosition to anv FCC-mandated adontlon of "broadcast ~ ~ ~ . .  _. ---.__-__ ~ ~~ 

flag" technology for digitai television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionallty 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Dan Rubenfield 
1111 Del Roy Drive 
Cedar Park. TX 7 8 6 1 3  
USA 


